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A Study on the Clustering of Software Module Using the
Heuristic Measurement

Byun, Jung Woo' - Song. Young Jae''

ABSTRACT

In the past. as the cnvironment of the established software system changed, must Re-Engineering performed
clustering on the basis of logical operation. In contrast, this paper proposes a method to perform clustering efficiently
using the information sharing of each module of source programs that constitute the software.

For the clustering of rclated modules using the information sharing We evaluated the result after measuring the
degree of clustering using similarity and uniqueness algorithm on the basis of heuristic methed of measorement. Thus,
we could manipulate and achieve the clustering of refated modules and procedures. This paper also presents a method
o reconstiuct the software system efficiently through the clustering and shows the possibifity of its realization

through real examples.
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